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Sir: 



Applicant respectfully petitions, through his attorney of record, the Assistant 
Commissioner for Patents, to revive the above-identified application. The application 
became unintentionally abandoned for failure to properly respond to the Office Action, 
June 26, 2001, which is attached hereto as Tab L A Petition to Withdraw Holding of 
Abandonment - Office Action Not Received, dated October 1, 2002, was dismissed by 
the USPTO on October 18, 2002, which is attached hereto as Tab 2. 

Applicants reported the reason the Office Action of June 26, 2001 was not 
received was because it had been addressed and sent to the applicants' old mailing 
address of P.O. Box 31, Petersburg, Virginia -23 804 (hereinafter "Petersburg"). 
However, the "Petersburg" address is still active and receiving mail and is set to be 
discontinued on January 2, 2003, as evidenced by the attached letter and Official 
Change of Address Form to the U.S. Post Office (copies attached), dated December 3, 
2002. Therefore, both addresses for Honeywell International were in existence at the 
time the Office Action of June 26, 2001 and the Notice of Allowance of July 2, 2002, 
were mailed. Applicant acknowledges that it received the USPTO's Decision on 
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Serial No . : 09/3 52, 1 1 OTiled July 1 4, 1 999 ^ 

Petition dated October 1 8, 2002, in duplicate (one being addressed to the "Petersburg" 
address and one being addressed to the "Colonial Heights" address). 

Applicant still maintains that the OflBce Action of June 21, 2001, was not 
received by our office, as previously stated, and, as evidenced by documentation in our 
October 1, 2002 Petition. Therefore, applicant requests that the USPTO reconsider its 
decision, based on this new information, and withdraw the Notice of Abandonment. 

This petition is filed v/ithin two (2) months of the date of Decision on Petition, 
October 18, 2002. 

In view of the above, a favorable decision is respectfiiUy requested. 



RespectfiiUy submitted, 
IGOR PALLEY ET AL. 



By 



reiffia Szieeti 



Virginia Szigeti (^^rews) 
Applicants' Attorney 
Reg. No. 29,039 




Honeywell Intemational Inc. 
Law Dept. 
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Colonial Heights, VA 23834 
804-520-3651 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS CORRESPONDENCE IS BEING 
DEPOSITED WITH THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICES AS 
FIRST CLASS AAAIL IN AN ENVELOPE ADDRESSED TO: 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS, WASHINGTON. 
D.C. 20231 
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Patents 



In re Application of: IGOR PALLEY ET AL. 
Serial No.: 08/747,471 
Filed: November 12, 1996 

For: BARRIER UNITS AND ARTICLES MADE THEREFROM 



RECEIVED 

DEC 2 3 2002 

TECHNOLOGY CENTER R3?00 



Colonial Heights, Virginia 23834 
October 1, 2002 



Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, DC 2023 1 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW HOLDING OF ABANDONMENT ■ OFFICE 



I hereby petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment in the above- 
referenced case and to revive same. The Notice of Abandonment dated July 2, 2002, 
was received by Applicants via facsimile on October 1, 2002, as a resuh of a status 
inquiry. 

Applicants' attorney reviewed this case and discovered no actions had been 
received subsequent to applicants' response on May 17, 2001. On September 24, 
2002, Becky Kirk, Legal Assistant for applicant, contacted Examiner Eloshway for a 
status inquii^. At that time applicants were advised that this case had been abandoned 
for failure to respond to the June 26, 2001 Office Action and that a Notice of 
Abandonment was mailed July 2, 2002. It was then discovered the Office Action was 
addressed to P.O. Box 31, Petersburg, VA instead of 15801 Woods Edge Road, 
Colonial Heights, VA. This is the reason that applicants did not receive the Office 
Action, and therefore, reqilest a Petition to Withdraw Holding of Abandonment for 
failure to receive the Office Action of June 26, 2001, forming the basis of the 
abandonment. 

I hereby state that the Examiner's Action of June 26, 2001 and the Notice of 
Abandonment of July 2, 2002 were not received. An extensive search of the file jacket 
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Serial No. 08/747,471 November 12, 1996 



and the docket records in my office indicates that this Office Action and Abandonment 
^ were not received, as a result of the wrong mailing address. 

I attach a copy of the outside of the file jacket, where the decision would have 
been entered had it been received and docketed. Also attached is a page print from 
our PCMaster Data Control database that lists actions due and responses completed, 
as well as date and time of last entry updates. 

Also attached is a New Power of Attorney and Change of Correspondence 
Address form. 

In consideration of these submissions, it is respectfully requested that the 
holding of abandonment be withdrawn and the case revived, a copy of the Office 
Action be sent to Applicants, and the statutory period for response be reset to the re- 
mailing of the office action. 

Applicants respectfully request that the petition fee of $130.00 be charged to 
Account No. 01-1 125. A duplicate copy of this petition is enclosed. Please charge 
Account No. 01-1 125 for any fee deficiency or credit this account for any 
overpayment for this petition. 



Respectfully submitted. 



IGOR PALLEY ET AL. 




Virginia Szigeti 
Applicants' Attorney 
Reg. No. 29,039 



Honeywell International Inc. 
15801 Woods Edge Road 
Colonial Heights, VA 23834 
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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or 
proceeding. 
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Offirce Action Summary 



Application No. 

08A747.471 



Examiner 



Applicant(s) 
PALLEY ETAL. 



Art Unit 



Nikl M. Eloshwa y | 3727 

1-he MAfUNG DATE of this comm unication appears on the cover sh^et with ths correspondoncB address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THF MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. , ^ ^. ^ . 

E^SiSna of t^^^^ "nder Ihe provisions of 37 CFR 1.136 (a). In no event, however, may e reply be t.mcly Hbd 

anor SIX <6) MONTHS from Iho mailing dale of '^'^^p^"J5l""l^°"' slaluiorv minimum of thirty (30) day* will ba considered timely. 

- If the period for raply spcdfled above is lesa than th.rty <30> ?=y*;^;^P'y '^f mailing date of this comr«unica1ion. 

- rthiOperiodforre^y iaspecifledebovo t^^ <3S U.^C. § 133). 

: :^;-;^y^'^^^^ 

earned patent Jem adiuslmonl. Sea 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 



2a)IS 
3)0 



Responsive to communication(5) filed on 17 May 2001 , 

This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonmal matters PJo|«cuyon as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle. 1935 CD. 1 1 . 453 O.G. 213. 



Disposition of Claims 

4) iE Clalm(s) 1-52 is/are pending In the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) G Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 12 Claim(s) 1^52 Is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8)n Claims are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 



RECEIVED 

DEC 2 3 2002 

TECHNOLOGY CENTER R3700 



Application Papers 

9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) fiied on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

11) 0 The pmposed drawing correction filed on Is: a)D approved disapproved. 

1 2) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 3S U.S.C. $ 119 

13) D Aclcnowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1i9(a)-(d) or (0- 

a)DAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 



3 □ copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the international Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
• See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
1 4)D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e). 



Attachment(s) 

15) O Notice ot Reference* Cited (PTa:892) 

16) Q Notice of Dralteperson-s Patent Drawing Review (PTO-94S) 

17) □ information Disclosure Siatement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(3) 

U.S. Patsnt end TrademaA otnee 
PTO-328 (Rev. 01-01) 



16) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Papar No(s). 

19) Q " Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

20) □ Other: 



■ • • ■ - ■ - - • Part of Paper No.-.17 

Office Action summary *^ 
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Application/Conrrol Number: 08/747,471 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3727 

DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

1. The lengthy specification has not been checked lo the extent necessary to determine the 
presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is requested in correcting any errors of 
which applicant may become aware in the specification. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office aaion: 

(a) A patent noay not be obtained Chough the invemion in noi identically diaclosod or described as set forOb in section 102 of thifi 
title, if the difference's bctwcon the oubjeci man«r sought to be patented and the prior art are $uch that the subject mutter as a whole 
would hnve bttn obvious at the time the invention was nutde to A person having ordinory aldU in the art to which SQid subject muller 
pertains. Patentability shall noi be negsdved by the manner in which (he invention was made. 

3. Claims 1. 2, 8-13, 16, 17, 20, 21, 25-43 and 46-50 are rejeaed under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Sacks (U.S. 5,249,534) in view of Mykleby (U.S. 4,266,670). Sacks discloses 
the claimed device except for the loops at the ends of die band and except for the pin. Mykleby 
discloses that it is known in the an to coimect two ends with a pin extending through loops in each end 
(see elements 32 and 42 in figure 8). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to provide the band of Sacks with the band ends having loops which 
are conneaed by a pin, as taught by Mykleby, in order to fasten the two band ends together more 
securely. The pin and loop engagement would be more secure than the hook and loop engagement 
discussed in Sacks. 
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Sacks teaches a band which is discussed in col. 2 lines 4-7. The band can be made of 
SPECTRA, as set fonh in col. 1 lines 33-42. Regarding claim 13, the container about which the band i$ 
located is discussed in col. 1 line 65- col. 2 line 7 of Sacks, 

Regarding the term ^'integral'* in claim 27, the term "integral" is sufficiently broad to embrace 
constructions united by such means as fastening and welding (in re Hotte (C.C.P.A.) 157 U,S.P.Q. 
326); the term is not necessarily restricted to a one-piece article (in re Kohno (C.C.P.A.) 157 U.S.P.Q. 
275); and may be construed as relatively broad (in re Dike (C.C.P.A.) 157 U.S.P.Q. 581), 
4. Claims 3-6. 22, 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sacks in 
view of Mykleby, as appJiedno claims 1 and 17 above, and further in view of Kolom (U.S. 5,054,635). 
The modified device of Sacks does not teach the material of the pins. Kolom teaches that it is known to 
provide a container with pins which are made of metal (see col. 4 line 68- col. 5 line 2). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
modified container of Sacks with the pins being made of the material discussed in Kolom, in order to 
make the pins of increased strength. 
* 5. Claims 7 and 24 are rejeaed under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sacks in view 
of Mykleby, as applied to claims 1 and 17 above, and further in view of Sholl (U.S. 3,61 1,512). The 
modified device of Sacks discloses the claimed invention except for the pin being a rope, Sholl teaches 
that it is known lo provide a pin made of rope (see element 22). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the modified band of 
Sacks with the pin being made of rope, as taught by Sholl, in order to use less expensive material. 
6. Claims 14, 15, 18, 19, 44 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sacks in view of Mykleby, as applied to claims 13, 17 and 39 above, and further in view Genie et 
al. (U.S. 5,225,622). The modified device of Sacks discloses the claimed invention except for the blast 
mitigating material. Getde et al. teach that it is knowi\ to provide a container with aqueous foam (see 
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line 1 1 of the Abstraa). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time, 
the invention was made to provide the modified container of Sacks with the aqueous foam of Gettle ei 
al., in order to attenuate pressure waves. 

7. Claim 51 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chavez (U.S. 
5,033,161) in view of ShoU (U.S, 3,611,512). Chavez discloses the claimed invention except for the 
pin being a rope. ShoU teaches that it is known to provide a pin made of rope (see element 22). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time tiie invention was made to 
provide the hinge of Chavez with the pin being made of rope, as taught by Sholl, in order to use less 
expensive material. 

8. Claim 52 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sacks (U.S. 
5,249,534) in view of Chavez (U.S. 5,033,161). Sacks discloses the claimed device except for the 
loops at the ends of the band and except for the pin. Chavez discloses that it is known in the art to 
connect two ends with a pin extending through loops in each end (see elements 3 and 5). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
band of Sacks with the band ends having loops which are cormected by a pin, as taught by Chavez, in 
order to fasten the two band ends together more securely. The pin and loop engagement would be 
more secure than the hook and loop engagement discussed in Sacks. 

Allowable Subject Mailer 

9. Claims 7 and 24 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 
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Response to Arguments 
10. Applicant's arguments filed May 17, 2001 have been fiilly considered but lliey are not 
persuasive. 

JL Claims J, 2, 8-J3» 16, 17, 20, 21, 25-43 and 46-50 remain rejeaed over Sacks, as modified by 
Mykleby. 

Applicant argues that "Sacks fails to teach the inierrupied band" (page 2 of response). The 
examiner disagrees with this position. Sacks teaches the use of three interrupted bands encircling a 
container. Specifically, in col. 1 lines 65-68, Sacks sets forth a first interrupted/discontinuous band. In 
col. 1 line 68 through coL 2 line 4, Sacks discloses a second interrupted/discontinuous band and in col. 
2 lines 4-7 Sacks discloses a third interrupted/discontinuous band wherein the two ends are connected 
together. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, the 
examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings 
of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to 
one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In 
re Jones, 958 F.2d 347; 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Sacks teaches that two ends 
of an interrupted/discontinuous band are cormected together (col. 2 lines 4-7) and Mykleby teaches a 
means to coimect two ends together. The teadhing and suggestion to connect two ends together using a 
pin and loop assembly is found in the secondary refference of Mykleby. 

Applicant states that one end of the band of Sacks is ** covered by subsequent wraps/turns of the 
band" (page 3 of response). This may be the case in a certain embodiment of the Sacks invention. 
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however, it is not the case in every embodiment of the Sacks invention. Sacks specifically states in col. - 
2 lines 4-7 that the third panel or band has "its ends cormected together". 

12. Claims 3-6, 22 and 23 remain rejected over Sacks, as modified by Mykleby and Kolom. 

13. Applicant argues that Kolom does not teach the use of a high strength fiber. The examiner 
disagrees with this position. Firstly, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., the 
use of high strength fibers) are not recited in the rejected claims. Although the claims are interpreted in 
light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993-). 

Claims 3 and 22 recite that the pin is made of a "material being selected from the group 
consisting of metal...", in col, 4 line 68 through col. 5 line 2, Kolom discloses that the pin may be 
made of steel or aluminum. 

Claim 4 sets forth that the pin is made of a **metal being selected from the group consisting of 
steeU steel alloys, aluminum In col. 4 line 68 through col. 5 line 2, Kolom discloses that the pin 
may be made of steel or aluminum. 

Claim 5 sets forth that the pin is made of "reinforcing fiber being seleaed from the group 
consisting of aluminum fibers ... steel fibers**. In col. 4 line 68 through col. 5 line 2, Kolom discloses 
that the pin may be made of steel, aluminum or multi-strand filament. The term filament is defined in 
Webster's New Riverside University Dictionary (1994) as **[a] fine or thinly spun thread, fiber, or 
wire.** (emphasis added) 

14. Claims 7 and 24 were rejected over Sacks, as modified by Mykleby and SholL 
The rejection of claims 7 and 24 has been withdrawn. 

iJ. Claims 14, 13, 18, 19, 44 and 45 remain rejected over Sacks, as modified by Mykleby and 
Gettle et al 

The arguments regarding claims 14, 15, 18, 19, 44 and 45, have been addressed above. 
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J6. Claim 51 remains rejected over Chavez, as modified by Shall, 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, the 
examiner recognizes chat obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings 
of the prior an to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so foimd either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to 
one of ordinary skill in the an. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. I988)and In 
re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Chavez teaches the use of a 
pin to connect two elements. Sholl teaches the use of a rope to cormect two elements. The teaching 
and suggestion to attach two elements using a rope is found in the secondary reference of Sholl. 

17. Claim 52 remains rejected over Sacks, as modified by SholL 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the feamres upon which applicant relies (I.e., **ihat the pin can be 
formed of flexible material selected from the group consisting of rope, roving, unitape, shield, braid, 
belt, fabric and combinations thereoP, as set forth in page 4 of the response.) are no: recited in the 
rejeaed claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 
(Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Conclusion 

18. TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shonened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final aaion and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE- 
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MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the dare the 
advisory action is maUed. and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from 
the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, hov/ever, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

19. In order to reduce pendency and avoid potential delays. Group 3720 is encouraging FAXing of 
responses to Office Actions directly into the Group at (703)305-3579. This praaice may be used for 
filing papers not requiring a fee. It may also be used for filing papers which require a fee by applicants 
who authorize charges to a PTO deposit account. Please identity the examiner and an unit at the top of 
your cover sheet. Papers submined via FAX into group 3720 will be promptly forwarded to the 
examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Niki M. Eloshway whose telephone number is (703) 308-1606. Any inquiry of a 
general namre or relating to the status of this application should be directed to the 3700 Customer 
Service Office at (703) 306-5648. 





Group 3700 



Niki M . Eloshway 
Patent Examiner 
June 25, 2001 
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Notic ofAbandOi 



This application is abandoned rn view of 

1. H Applicant's failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 26 Juno 2001 . 
(a) □ A reply was received on , (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ). which is after the expiration of the 



. month(s)) which expired on , 



period for reply (including a total extension of time of 

(b) □ A proposed reply was received on , but it does not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 (a) to the final rejection. 

(A proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to a final rejection consists only of: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the 
application in condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for 
Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114). 

(c) □ A reply was received on but it does not constitute a proper reply, or a bona fide attempt at a proper reply, to the non- 

final rejection. See 37 CFR 1.85(a) and 1.111. (See explanation in box 7 below). 

(d) la No reply has been received. 

2- □ Applicant's failure to timely pay the required issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, within the statutory period of three months 
from the mailing date of the Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85). 

(a) □ The issue fee and publication fee. if applicable, was received on (with a Certificate of IVIailing or Transmission dated 

), which is after the expiration of the statutory period for payment of the issue fee (and publication fee) set in the Notic of 

Allowance (PTOL-Q5). 

(b) □ The submitted fee of $. 



. is insufficient A balance of $ 



is due. 



The issue fee required by 37 CFR 118 is $^ 



(c) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, has not been received. 



The publication fee, if required by 37 CFR 1.18(d), is $_ 



30 Applicants failure to timely file con-ected drawings as required by, and within the three^month period set In, the Notice of 
Allowability (PTO-37). 

(a) □ Proposed corrected drawings were received on _ 

after the expiration of the period for reply, 

(b) □ No corrected drawings have been received. 



, (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated , 



), which is 



4. □ The letter of express abandonment which Is signed by the attorney or agent of record, the assignee of the entire interest or all of 
the applicants. 



5. □ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by an attorney or agent (acting in a representative capacity under 37 CFR 
1 .34(a)) upon the filing of a continuing application. 

□ The decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interference rendered on and because the period for seeking court review 

of the decision has expired and there are no allowed claims. 

7. □ the reason(s) below: 
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This application is abandoned In view of. 

1. S Applicant's failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 26 Juno 2001. 

(a) □ A reply was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ). which is after the expiration of the 

period for reply (including a total extension of time of month(s)) which expired on . 

(b) □ A proposed reply was received on , , but it does not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 (a) to the final rejection. 

(A proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to a final rejection consists only of (1 ) a timely filed amendment which places the 
application in condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for 
Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114). 

(c) □ A reply was received on but it does not constitute a proper reply, or a bona fide attempt at a proper reply, to the non- 

final rejection. See 37 CFR lS5(a) and 1.111. (See explanation in box 7 below). 

(d) H No reply has been received. 



2. □ Applicants feilure to timely pay the required issue fee and publication fee» if applicable, within the statutory period of three months 
from the mailing date of the Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85). 

(a) □ The issue fee and publication fee. if applicable, was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated 

), which is after the expiration of the statutory period for payment of the issue fee (and publication fee) set in the Notice of 

Allowance {PTOL-85). 

(b) □ The submitted fee of $ is insufficient A balance of $ is due. 

The issue fee required by 37 CFR 1.18is$ . The publication fee, if required by 37 CFR 1.18(d), is$ 

(c) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, has not been received. 

3,0 Applicants failure to timely file con-ected drawings as required by. and within the three-month period set in. the Notice of 
Allowability (PTO-37). 

(a) □ Proposed con-ected drawings were received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ) which is 

after the expiration of the period for reply. 

(b) □ No corrected drawings have been received. 



4. □ The letter of express abandonment which Is signed by the attorney or agent of record, the assignee of the entire interest or all of 
the applicants. 

5. □ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by an attorney or agent (acting in a representative capacity under 37 CFR 
1.34(a)) upon the filing of a continuing application. 

6. □ The decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interference rendered on and because the period for seeking court review 

of the decision has expired and there are no allowed claims. 

7. □ The reason(s) below: 
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^ AlliedSignal Inc. 100 
The owner', of percent interest in the above-identified application 

hereby disclaims a terminal part of the term of any patent granted the above-identified application equivalent 
to: (1) If the above-identified application is a design application, the period of abandonment of the above- 
identified application, and (2) If the above-identified application is a utility or plant application, the lesser of: (a) 
the period of abandonment of the application; or (b) the period extending beyond twenty years from the date on 
which the above-identified application was filed in the United States or, If the application contains a specific 
reference to an earlier filed application(s) under 35 U.S.C. 120, 121, or 365(c), from the date on which the 
earliest such application was filed. This disclaimer also applies to any patent granted on a utility or plant 
application filed before June 8, 1995, or a design application, that contains a specific reference under 35 
U.S.C. 120, 121, or 365(c) to the above-identified application. This disclaimer is binding upon the grantee, and 
its successors or assigns. 



Check either box 1 or 2 below, if appropriate. 



I I For submissions on behalf of an organization (e.g., corporation, partnership, university, government 
agency, etc.), the undersigned Is empowered to act on behalf of the organization. 



2. kid The undersigned is an attorney or agent of record. 




ignature Date 



Virginia Szigeti (Andrews), Reg. No. 

29,039 

Typed or printed name 

$110.00 - Charge Deposit 
Temninal disclaimer fee under 37 CFR 1.20(d) Included. Account T' 01 -1125 for fees 

WARNING: Information on this form may become pub^&Pe^h%Jn@^fSV)n^l}orf^2iA%6t be 
Included on this form. Provide credit card information and authorization on PTO-2038. 



* Statement under 37 CFR 3,73(b) is required if terminal disclaimer is signed by the assignee (owner). 
Form PTO/SB/96 may be used for making this certification. See MPEP § 324. 



Burden Hour Statement: This form is estimated to take 0.2 hours to complete. Time will vary depending upon the needs of the individual case. Any comments on 
the amount of time you are required to complete this form should be sent to the Chief Information Officer. U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, Washington. DC 
20231. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Assistant Commissioner for Patents. Washington, DC 20231. 
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